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Part 1

2. Prospects of Iran-US Relations
Social media has made it possible for countries such as Iran and the United States to have improved foreign relationships. 2013-2015 proved the creation of possibilities for a new dawn of diplomatic relations between the two countries. The rationale is that social media provides a platform in which political leaders can communicate from a personal point of view. They can have dialogue that is informal and centered on their being human beings as opposed to political figures who have to present what they think is the best for their countries. The presence of platforms such as Twitter has paved way for previously estranged countries to have an informal setting that they can use to interact. Social media has provided what is known as digital diplomacy that is more efficient in creating the potential for good relations (Duncombe, 2017). Additionally, with social media, there is the watchful eye of the public that makes it impossible for leaders to enhance their skepticism towards other nations.  There is public pressure on platforms such as Facebook and Twitter that demands more from leaders who have to put aside their political differences and come up with beneficial foreign relations. The aspect of social media presents hope that estranged nations such as Iran and the United States can come to an agreement on various subjects. The same was exemplified on the 12th of January 2016 when two vessels belonging to the United States got stranded on Iranian waters. As expected, many political leaders such as Senator John McCain were ready for a battle in the resolution process. They thought that Iran would make demands for the release of the vessels and were ready for long negotiations. However, President Obama’s strategy of informal engagements through twitter worked. Iran released the vessels within a day and did not make any demands. The Foreign Minister of Iran, Javad Zarif, later went on twitter to tell the people about the successful release and diplomatic relations between The United States and Iran (Duncombe, 2017). Therefore, this example is one that indicates the possibilities provided by social media of good foreign relations among previously estranged nations. 
Additionally, the nuclear deal with Iran presents the potential for good relations with The United States. Iran coming together with the western world in an agreement about its nuclear power would shift its position and help to ease the tension that has existed with the United States. The deal is significant since it is not merely premised on the nuclear power of Iran. Rather, it opens room for dialogue about other mutually beneficial issues between the United States and Iran, which enable the potential for a better political relationship between the two. Iran and The United States have a lot in common when it comes to political ideologies. However, the issue of nuclear power has always created unnecessary tension between the two. Hence, the nuclear deal that was signed in 2015 may break the tension between the two and lead to a discovery of similar political ideologies. For example, both countries want the free flow of energy in the Middle East. They are both vehemently against ISIS and also want the Taliban in Afghanistan to be completely eliminated. Therefore, there is the potential for the two to come together and address many of these issues since the greatest threat of nuclear power was eradicated in 2015. 
However, in spite of these potentials, the Donald Trump presidency has emerged as the biggest threat of good relations between Iran and The United States. Trump has created a hostile environment that seeks to destroy the foundations made by Obama in order to secure this relationship. For example, Obama was the facilitator of the nuclear deal in 2015. However, on the 8th of May this year, President Trump declared that the US was withdrawing from the nuclear deal (Sangalli, 2018). The President went on to affirm that the US would not just be removing itself from the agreement. In addition to this, it would impose the previous sanctions and proceed to impose economic penalties that Iran was expected to pay within a specified period. The deal was pivotal to the good relations between the two states that have lasted for the past few years. Hence, withdrawing from such a deal presents challenges that could lead to future political problems between the US and Iran. The statement made by Trump further indicates the lack of trust that existed prior to the nuclear agreement. The US is back to its position of extreme mistrust against Iran that strained any possible relationship between them prior to 2015 (Duncombe, 2018). The US and Iran are back to where they were with even more aggression from the latter that feels betrayed. Therefore, the very nature of this problem showcases that the Trump presidency may even facilitate negative action against the US.  Moreover, it is imperative to take note of the differences in how President Trump uses social media when compared to Obama (Duncombe, 2018). Obama used Twitter as a platform to create foreign relationships while Trump is utilizing it to destroy the same. For example, in a twitter exchange between the Presidents of the two countries, Trump wrote the following, "suffer consequences the likes of which few throughout history have ever suffered before" in reference to Iran. Iran’s president proceeded to respond that American would see “the mother of all wars.” The examples are indicative of how delicate the issue is and its escalation on Twitter. The use of social media in this case could destroy the relationship between the two states. 
4. Major Challenges after the 2013 Elections in Iran
One of the major challenges facing Iran’s foreign policy after the 2013 election of Hassan Rouhani is the surrounding political climate facilitated by the Revolutionary Guard Corps, conservative elites, and the Supreme Leader (Monshipouri & Dorraj, 2013). Hassan Rouhani has been seen as a friendly face by the United States and the west. He has participated in numerous political talks since he was in charge of nuclear negotiations in the previous government. Hence, many saw him as having the potential to change things and lead to better foreign relations. However, at the heart of all this is the challenge of key political players in Iran who have a different agenda and were part of the confrontational attitude witnessed by Iran in previous negotiations. The Revolutionary Guard Corps has too much power in Iran’s political environment. It may be the cause of many problems since it is supported by the Supreme Leader and many other political figures.  The group has always had the interest of protecting the Islamic republic and ensuring that it maintains its powerful position. The Revolutionary Guard Corps control the politics, oil, and part of the economy in Iran. If they look at the foreign relations with the outside world as a threat to their power and control, they are less likely to endorse any efforts that the president makes (Monshipouri & Dorraj, 2013). Additionally, it is important to note that the environment surrounding political players in Iran has always been tense. There are conservative voices surrounding groups such as Revolutionary Guard Corps that could affect any attempts made to mend relations with the west. The same will be the case if Iran emerges as a weak country during foreign policy talks, where such conservative political voices could be forced to sabotage the efforts made by Hassan Rouhani. 
Moreover, there is the Syrian situation that presents vast challenges. Syria has been involved in various conflicts that are non-ending. At the same time, Iran has several interests in the stability of Syria. Given the complications that intensified just before the elections, it is possible that the political shift in this country could also negatively impact the foreign policy of Iran that has interests in this country. The hostility towards president Bashar al-Assad’s government and its possible collapse due to estrangement from the west threatens the position of Iran (Viewpoints, 2013). The president elect will face the issue of creating alliances that protect Syria due to its interests in the region. The problem is that this situation will also affect the foreign policy in Iran in terms of its relationship with Syria’s enemies. Hassan Rouhani is at a delicate position in his foreign policy; especially since he does not make decisions independently (Viewpoints, 2013). There is conservative elite whose interest is to maintain the powerful position of Iran and refrain from showcasing any weaknesses. The same may mean showcasing support for Syria even when this is not aligned to the needs of the west. The elite understand that Iran’s support of Syria is necessary to prevent the rise of Iraq as a powerful nation with whom it is estranged. Syria is at the frontline of its defense in case of anything and there is need to maintain its stability as well as that of Bashar al-Assad’s government. 2013 marked the intensification of most of Syria’s problems that could be definitive of Hassan Rouhani’s foreign policy both in the Middle East and abroad. 

Part 2

Political Legitimacy in the Ottoman Empire and Tanzimat Reforms
Political Legitimacy
Political legitimacy emanates from the power to establish a sense of authority and acceptance over who can create the rule of law. An individual is only legitimate if they can be recognized as the sources of political authority. In the Ottoman Empire, political legitimacy was established by the Sultan who was recognized as the source of power. They could come up with laws governing the people and inform different aspects in the Ottoman Empire. 
The Sultan’s legitimacy came from the need to establish a state that was different from other Islamic ones. The Ottoman system wanted to be different from others and showcase a sense of order. There was need for laws that would facilitate this needed order and create a stable state. The leaders and people agreed that this was the only way to enhance success given the disorderly nature of surrounding empires. Therefore, when the Sultan declared that he was the source of the law, no one seemed to be against this notion. Given that the Sultan had the power to enact laws and determine what was the norm in this society, many people saw him as the legitimate leader (Frazee, 2006). He could provide the orderliness this society wanted to ensure success and stability. The Ottoman Empire did not have any council that could come up with laws. However, unlike its neighbors, it had Sultans who could come up with the laws that were needed for stability. The Sultan would make laws that would then be re-enacted by the person taking over. While there was Sharia law, it was felt that it was not enough to set the Ottoman Empire apart from the rest. Therefore, the Sultan would ensure this was mixed with other secular rules to prevent sin and criminal behavior. Additionally, the Sultan enforced laws that made it possible for the people to have a form of government. Therefore, in essence, he had the power to claim political legitimacy given that he was at the very core of the legislative process. 
In addition to this, political legitimacy in the Ottoman Empire emanated from its religious beliefs. Religion was a significant component of the culture in this Empire. The Islamic religion was also part of the law and could hardly be questioned by the people. Therefore, the Sultan’s being both the religious and political leaders used these components to facilitate legitimacy. For instance, a Sultan could claim that God spoke to them and influenced their decision to become leaders within the Empire. Political legitimacy emanates from divine intervention as facilitated by the Sultan. He was revered as a religious leader who was the only person that could talk to Allah and facilitate his will in the lives of the followers. The Caliphate tried to claim legitimacy but this did not work due to religious reasons (Heper, 2000). In this case, most of the Caliphate members were not from the line of the prophets and could not claim to have anything special to offer. Some even had Christian blood. Therefore, even when they conquered different kingdoms, they were never successful in claiming political legitimacy. The Sultan’s were from the lineage of the prophet. Most people believed that they could speak to him and, therefore, claim divine intervention to facilitate their authoritative rule over the people. The Sultan not only claimed divine intervention, but also participated in acts that were convincing of his religious beliefs. For example, he had to be in Friday prayers, perform rituals, pray for the people, and attend to their welfare needs whenever there was need to do this. Due to religious beliefs, the Sultan was at the very core of politics in the Ottoman Empire and was seen as the true figure of authority. 
Furthermore, political legitimacy in the Ottoman Empire came from the ability to provide different points of view and help to solve crises in the society. The same can explain how and why the Sultans were able to achieve political legitimacy. They were able to provide different interpretations whenever it was necessary to do the same. They could interpret Sharia law, have various forms of applications, and use secular laws to ensure the interests of the people were met. The Sultans were extremely knowledgeable and were able to create political legitimacy through the same. For instance, Ebu Suud Efendi was a Sultan in the 15th century who had unconventional ways of making laws (Frazee, 2006). While Sharia law prohibited some acts, he came up with a legal stipulation that permitted certain behavior if it was widely practiced. His reasoning was that acceptability should be the basis of all laws to ensure codes were aligned with the interests of the people. One could only outlaw acts that were considered to be unusual in nature. 

Tanzimat Reforms 
One of the main features of the Tanzimat reforms was that citizens of the Ottoman Empire could have the right to life, security, and the ownership of property. The feature is aligned with modern laws that protect the property of individuals and their right to life. Failure to abide by these rights would lead to legal consequences. It is interesting to note that these rights were not only provided to Muslims. Rather, non-Muslims living in the Ottoman Empire could also claim protection from the government. 	The rationale for this reform was to eliminate the kul system. Kul was offensive in the sense that it allowed the killing of innocent servants; where their property would be confiscated by their masters (Aytekın, 2012). The reform enabled equality among all the citizens who could be protected in spite of their backgrounds or position in life. 
The reforms also created the Ottoman flag and anthem. The two were monumental in enabling the creation of a unified Empire. While there had been many anthems before, there had been nothing that was unified and sung by all the citizens. Most citizens thought that they could not be part of the Empire when some anthems were specific to a group of individuals. Hence, the introduction of an anthem and flag was a symbol of unity that was meant to bring individuals together as opposed to tearing them apart. 
The reforms also changed the education system whose control was with the Ulama. Education was accessible to a few people and was only premised on religion. The same meant that non-Muslims and peasants could not access education since it was not aligned with their needs. The reforms changed education and ensured that it was controlled by the state. The Empire had the responsibility of facilitating the education of all its citizens. Moreover, this could not be centered on religion as it was the case previously (Aytekın, 2012). Rather, it was incorporate many other subjects such as engineering and medicine. Most peasants had an opportunity to learn and rise to higher statuses in the society. For the first time, the level was the same for both peasants and the rich since they could acquire the needed education to become important members of the society. 
The reforms also affected legal structures in the sense that control was taken away from the millets. There was need to facilitate reforms in legal structures to make the Ottoman Empire more appealing to the international world. The goal was to rid the system of the traditional laws that were not ideal for progress of this society. The legal reforms included the introduction of the penal code, commercial procedure code, and maritime code that were more aligned to the international standards needed to make this kingdom desirable. Different countries such as France influenced such laws and paved way for new trade codes to facilitate a different economic system and make commercial activities more convenient. 
There was also a clause that required loyalty to the state at all times. The clause equated what is known as treason today; where anyone who betrayed the empire would be sentenced to death. The rationale was to protect the country in the midst of many wars and political uncertainty that could lead to its being conquered. Loyalty was particularly applicable to individuals who held various government positions or influenced processes within this framework in any way (Shaw, 1978). They were expected to be loyal to the Ottoman flag at all costs and only engage in aspects that advanced its best interests. 
The taxation system was also reformed in an effort to reflect equality. The system, known as cizye, comprised of heavy taxation among non-Muslims. They were required to pay a yearly tax that included their protection and permission to live in Muslim land. The system was largely unfair and imposed unencessary strain on non-Mulsims. They were the source of money that went towards the military. However, there were a series of protests that inspired the need for equality so as to make everyone content. The cizye form of taxation was subsequently eliminated and paved way for a more equal process. 
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